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As you prepare to attend the U.N. climate change conference in Copenhagen, we caution
you against pursuing environmental policies that will undermine job creation in our already
fragile economy. We are particularly concerned about efforts to address climate change that
circumvent the legislative process, are not grounded unequivocally in sound science, and don’t
reflect majority public opinion in the United States. Recent events suggest that this is precisely
the course your Administration is pursuing with regard to greenhouse gas policy. History has
shown us that such policies are unsustainable and often have unintended negative consequences.

While we support efforts to protect the environment, we are deeply concerned that the
Administration is pushing through sweeping environmental policy reforms without regard for the
impact they are having on the economy. Businesses have made it clear that they cannot afford to
invest in job creation with burdensome, expensive regulations hanging in the balance.

According to a January 2009 survey by the Pew Research Center, the economy and jobs
overwhelmingly rank as the first and second priorities of Americans. With one in ten Americans
presently unemployed, these numbers are hardly surprising.

We acknowledge that you share with us and the American people the anxiety over high levels of
unemployment and a fragile economy. However, we note with concern the comments by several
Administration officials in recent days that the scientific evidence for man-made climate change
is “overwhelming” and that “that vast majority™ of scientists agree that climate change is man-
made. A majority of Americans, including a divided Congress, are not convinced. In October
2009, the Pew Research Center estimated that only 36 percent of Americans believe there is solid
evidence of man-made global warming.
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It is absolutely essential that climate change policy be based on sound science. Our
legislative and regulatory actions at the federal level can only be as credible as the research upon
which our work is based. The narrow margin of support for cap-and-trade legislation in the
House, and the demonstrated lack of support for cap-and-trade legislation in the Senate, suggests
that lawmakers share our concern about the lack of credible science. And yet, with the EPA’s
endangerment finding announcement this week, it appears that your Administration has decided
to circumvent the legislative process altogether to advance preconceived notions relating to
climate change.

Further, we also remain concerned about recently raised questions relating to several
prominent climate scientists and the likelihood that their efforts to suppress or eliminate data and
to manipulate the peer-review process have improperly influenced the conclusions contained in
landmark reports by the U.S. Global Change Research Program, the U.N. Intergovernmental
Panel on Climate Change, and others. Both the recent regulatory actions (endangerment finding)
by the EPA and cap-and-trade legislation currently being debated in Congress have relied
heavily on the legitimacy and conclusions drawn by those reports.

As the U.N. announced its own review of this “serious” matter last Friday, so too should
your Administration. It is apparent that the EPA’s recent actions, as well as cap-and-trade
legislation approved by the narrowest of margins in the House, may have been based upon false
pretenses. The very legitimacy of the information upon which these actions were taken has been
called into question. It is clear that the outcome of the House vote on the cap-and-trade proposal
may well have been different had this information surfaced prior to the bill’s consideration.

The recently enacted fiscal year 2010 budgets for a number of science agencies contain
significant increases for climate change activities. For example, the Interior and Environment
appropriations bill alone includes $382 million for climate change, an increase of $155 million
over the FY 2009 level. While we do not question the fundamental need for sound scientific
research on climate change, we have consistently questioned the rationale for such a large and
rapid escalation of spending. We have also questioned the amount of redundancy and the level
of coordination of climate change related research and scientific activity across the federal
government.

To date, the extent to which these funds are focused on achieving highest-priority
scientific objectives has been poorly communicated if not poorly defined. Nevertheless, we
believe legitimate questions about the credibility of scientific information presents a potential
game-changing moment in the climate change debate. This is an occurrence that could not have
been foreseen when the FY2010 budget was presented and debated in Congress. As members of
the House Appropriations Committee, we believe that a timely and thorough review is both
necessary and prudent.
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Therefore, we urge you in the strongest possible terms to re-direct funds necessary, using
a portion of enacted fiscal year 2010 climate change funding, to determine the full extent to
which illegitimate scientific evidence and research has been used to support recent legislative
and regulatory actions (including the recently passed cap-and-trade legislation in the House and
this week’s EPA endangerment finding). In an attempt to set politics aside, we ask that a
credible, independent entity conduct this review and report to the Congress and the American
public within 90 days. Should reprogramming limitations require your Administration to request
approval from Congress in order to fund such an investigation, we will support it. The absence
of a clear and transparent review will lead many to conclude that cap-and-trade legislation and
recent regulatory actions by the EPA are based not on sound science but on politics as usual in
Washington, DC. We look forward to your timely response.

Sincerely

Ranking/[Member
House Appropriations Committee Interior and Environment Subcommittee



